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Period for Rep^"^ '^^^^ communication appears on the cover sheet with the atmapondencB arftfms* - 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY iS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTHfS) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 28Ma¥ 2004 
2a)U This action is FINAL. 2b)B This acUon is non-final. 

3) D Since this application Is in condition for allowance except for forniaf matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayfe, 1935 CD. 11 , 453 O.G. 21 3. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ia Claim(s) 11-27 is/are pending In the application. 
4a) Of the above clalm{s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 13 Claim($)lM3,2£aQd25 is/are allowed. 

6) S Ciaim(s)14:2a21aQd2Zis/ar« rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subjed to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Et The specification Is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) n The drawing{s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing{s) is objected to See 37 CFR 1 121(d) 

1 1) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fomi PTO-152. 
Pfloffty under 35 U.S.a § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a daim forforeign priority under 35 U S C § 119(a)-(d) or (f) 
a)DAH b)n Some *c)D None of: 

1 Certified copes of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
appfication from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 

* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attaclmienf(s) 

1) n Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

Notice of Dfaflspefson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-848) 
3) □ Information Disclosure Staternent(s) (PTO-1449or PTQ/SB/08) 

Paper No{sWaO Date . 



4) n Irtterview Summary (PTO-413)' 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth In 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 . 1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .114. Applicant's submission filed on 5/28/04 
has been entered. 

Ctaim Objec^ons 

2. Claim 1 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: It appears that the 
word "and" should be inserted before the word -an— in line 2 of claim 1 1 . Appropriate 
correction is required. 

SpecifScafrofi 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: In the first 
paragraph on page 9 of the specification, some of the numbers do not have a unit of 
measure associated therewith. For instance, in line 7, the number "90" should have a 
unit of measure inserted, and In line 10, the number "6" should have a unit of measure. 
Appropriate correction Is required. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/049.289 Pagg 3 

Art Unit: 3652 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 112 
4. Claims 14-21. 26, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12. sec»nd paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

There is no dear antecedent basis for "said first and second legs" as redted In 
the first lines of claims 14-17, 19-21. 26, and 27. 

aaim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for ail 
obviousness rejections set forth In this Office action: 

joloHi ""^^n","* » identical^ disclosed or described as set 

forth in secbon 102 of thistftfe, if the differences between the subject matter sougM to tewteiSd and 
the pr»r art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obS at fte timettT 
mventon was made to a peison having ordinary skill In the art to which said sublLJ matter reSns 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the InvenfonlL SS. ^ 

5. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1Q3(a) as being unpatentable over either 
Seyfriedt in view of Kaufman, 

Seyfriedt shows metal tweezers having a generally enlarged apex region relative 
to the leg thickness thereof but does not specifically disclose the type of metal from 
which it is manufactured nor closure pressure required to bring the free ends of the legs 
to a closed position. The Seyfriedt patent only broadly discloses that Its tweezers be 
formed from a "resilient spring metal" (page 1, line 32). 

Kaufman discloses an integrally fonned pair of tweezers made from one of 
several mentioned materials including spring steel or aluminum. 
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It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art to 
dimension the apex of the Seyfriedt tweezers and form the tweezers out of sufficiently 
light metal, such as aluminum or spring steel as taught by Kaufman, so that » would be 
lighter in weight. The resulting aluminum or spring steel tweezers would certainly be 
"capable" of reverse engagement at its unconnected ends by an exerted pressure of at 
least 150g. as broadly as set forth in claim 22 of the instant application. It is pointed out 
that any pressure greater than 150 g. is considered "at least" 150 g.. 
6. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Seyfriedt 
in view of Kaufman, as set forth above in regard to claim 22, and further in view of 
British Patent # 2.035,187. 

The modified Seyfriedt tweezers were presented supra and would substantially 
contain all of the structural limitations as broadly as recited In daim 23 except for the 
legs having enlarged bulge portions along their length. 

However. British Patent # 2.035. 187 shows a pair of tweezers having a bulge or 
projection (16a,16b) extending inwardly firom each leg so as to limit deformation of the 
tweezers upon manual compression th^eof. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a bulge on 
each of the modified Seyfriedt legs similar to that shown in the British ('1 87) patent in 
order to limit deformation of the legs upon manual compression. 
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